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Dear Mr. Jordan:

Re: MUR 6188- PHILIP LIBERATORE, LIBERATORE FOR CONGRESS
COMMITTEE-2010

Pursuatit to yaur letter of May 17, 2010, the Libersatore for Congress Committee hereby
responds as the real party-in-interest to the complaint dated April 26, 2010. This response
incorporates all cermrents from the efitities nemed in fiie above complaint.

In reviewing the complaint filed by Michael Cargile we are dismayed that such a complaint
has been filed and urge the Federal Election Commission to dismiss the item without
further action. Mr. Cargile allzges that my client iz using his “his campaign and political
contributions for the purpose of promoting his business... "

A cursery sxmmination of s sty usen whicic the ssmupinhit is based weuld sevesl thm
the latter is & lamful attempt te ein the mpont of Bara Cemsber of Commerce members
for his candidacy for Congress, not his business. In the introductory and fourth paragraphs
my candidate identifics his businesses- and then only as a means to communicate his
krrowledge and empathy for his fellow business eavners and Chamber members. In the
entirsty of tim Inites, he sttempas ts guin tir political suppext theomgh pomusion and
advocacy. In my mutaen daes he attesgipt to direatly salicit business for IRS Problem
Solvers, Ine ar for Philip Libesmtose, CPA.

Mr. Carglle also alleges the CommRtee is 2lso in viclation of a California Secretary of
State und Superior Court decision that Sars the Committee from promotirg te candidaee’s
busiress. No such decision emists. The Seerctary of State barred the use of “IRS Problem
Solver” as a ballot designstion for my candidate and the California Superior Court denied
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my client’s writ of mandate. No order barring identification of my client’s businesses was
issued by the Superior Court, nor would it ever pass Constitutional muster. It would seem
that Mr. Carglie equates the idertification of a busimess with the prorvotien of a business’
services. This is eoreons. The Fedoral Elestidn Campiign At of 1971 as amonded has
spesific prohibitions againat the use of husinsss names; tradesarks and logos for the
purpase of solicitag funds. No much solicitation accurred in this letter. In additicn,
numerous federal cendidates have used their rrafessional occupations or affiliations as a
way of expressing their qualifications for office. There is no proscription in the Act that
bars the identification of my client’s businesses or his occupation, nor to use those
occupations or professions to advocate for his election.

In conclusina we ugge that the FEC ctase the MUR without firther action.

The forgoing is correct and accurate to the best of my knowledge, information and
understanding.

Respectfully submitted,

Louis G. M%/

Liberatore for Congress Committee-2010
4331 E. Elko Street
Long Beach CA 90814

(310)748-9023
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Swom to and subscribed before me this 2@day of May, 2010.

Uh.e. Wawruls e
Notary Public

My Commission Expires:_APY 1] 10,2013




